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PLANNING AND SCHEDULING OF
MAINTENANCE, REPAIR, AND OVERHAUL
SERVICES

RELATED APPLICATIONS

This patent application claims priority to U.S. provisional
patent application Ser. No. 60/281,104, filed on Apr. 2, 2001,

and entitled PLANNING AND SCHEDULING OF MAIN-
TENANCE, REPAIR, AND OVERHAUL SERVICES.

GOVERNMENT RIGHTS

This invention was made with Government support under
cooperative agreement number 70NANB9H3023 awarded by
the National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST).

TECHNICAL FIELD OF THE INVENTION

This mvention relates to the field of business operations,
and more particularly to planming and scheduling of mainte-
nance, repair, and overhaul services.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

The capaital assets of an enterprise (for example, airplanes,
power generators, or manufacturing equipment) typically
have to be maintained on a regular basis and repaired or
overhauled as needed. The downtime of an asset associated
with such maintenance, repair, and/or overhaul (MRO) 1s
often very costly to an enterprise since the asset cannot per-
form 1ts function during an MRO procedure. Present tech-
niques for planning and scheduling MRO of an asset are not
eificient and do not minimize the downtime associated with
the MRO of an asset. The failure of such present techniques 1s
due 1 part to the lack of communication and collaboration
between the asset operators and the MRO service providers,
as well as the difficulty of planning the disposition of serial-
1zed rotable parts. This failure may also be due to MRO
planning based on time 1ntervals.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

According to the present invention, disadvantages and
problems associated with previous techmques for planning
and scheduling of asset maintenance, repair, and overhaul
services have been substantially reduced or eliminated.

According to one embodiment of the present invention, a
system for planning and scheduling service events for one or
more assets includes a demand optimizer engine that recerves
information regarding future service requirements for an
asset and operating characteristics of the asset. The demand
optimizer engine also generates a service plan identifying one
or more planned service events during which one or more
services are to be performed on the asset and 1dentifying a
planned start time and a planned end time for each service
event so as to minimize the amount of time the asset 1s
non-operational and the costs associated with each service
event. The system also includes a supply optimizer engine
that receives the service plan from the demand optimizer
engine and generates a service schedule for one or more of the
planned service events based on mformation regarding the
flow of one or more parts used in conjunction with the ser-
vices of each planned service event. The service schedule
includes a scheduled start time and a scheduled end time for
the one or more planned service events. The supply optimizer
engine communicates the service schedule to the demand
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optimizer engine and the demand optimizer engine modifies
the service plan according to the service schedule received
from the supply optimizer engine.

Particular embodiments of the present invention provide
one or more technical advantages. For example, certain
embodiments provide an MRO planning and scheduling sys-
tem that provides decision support to enable joint planning
and scheduling by asset operators and MRO service provid-
ers. Such a system may be used to plan asset arrivals and
resource usage at service facilities 1n order to reduce turn-
around times and improve resource utilization at the service
facilities. By combining service requirements, asset condi-
tion and service capacity, the planning system may provide
the service schedule for each asset and the expected usage of
service resources. This schedule may be viewed from the
perspective of the asset operator showing the expected asset
downtimes and the services that should be performed while
the asset 1s down. From the perspective of the service pro-
vider, the schedule may show the expected allocation of ser-
vice resources to assets. The schedule enables joint resolution
of conflicts between assets operators and service providers.

The joint planning and scheduling of MRO services using
particular embodiments may provide many improvements
over previous MRO planning techniques. These improve-
ments may include increased operational time of assets sub-
jectto MRO services, reduced MRO service turn-around time
associated with MRO services, reduced inventory at the MRO
service provider, reduced mventory of rotable parts for both
the asset operator and the MRO service provider, and reduced
capital mvestment 1n spares and service resources for the
MRO service provider.

Other technical advantages may be readily apparent to
those skilled in the art from the figures, description and claims
included herein.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

To provide a more complete understanding of the present
invention and the features and advantages thereol, reference
1s made to the following description taken 1n conjunction with
the accompanying drawings, in which:

FIG. 1 illustrates an exemplary maintenance, repair, and/or
overhaul (MRO) planning and scheduling system:;

FIG. 2 1llustrates an exemplary method of planning and
scheduling MRO service events;

FIG. 3 1llustrates an example asset service schedule;

FIG. 4 illustrates an example table providing information
regarding the expected dates during which particular service
resources will be used to service particular assets; and

FIG. § illustrates an example table 1dentifying the planned
utilization of rotable parts.

DESCRIPTION OF EXAMPLE EMBODIMENTS

FIG. 1 illustrates an example maintenance, repair, and/or
overhaul (MRO) planming and scheduling system 10. System
10 may be used to plan and schedule MRO services to be
performed by an MRO service provider on an asset controlled
by an asset owner, asset operator, or other party controlling
the servicing of an asset (collectively referred to as an “asset
controller”). System 10 provides visibility mnto the MRO
service capacity of one or more MRO service providers and
the MRO service needs of one or more asset controllers.
System 10 leverages this visibility to provide decision sup-
port to enable joint planning and scheduling of MRO services
by these asset operators and MRO service providers. For
example, system 10 may be used to plan asset arrivals and
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resource usage at service facilities 1n order to reduce turn-
around times and improve resource utilization at service
facilities. System 10 may receive input from and provide
output to asset controllers and MRO service providers regard-
ing the planming and scheduling of MRO services using any
appropriate techniques. For example, one or more of the
components of system 10 described below may be imple-
mented 1n conjunction with a web server and may be acces-
sible using the Internet and/or other communication net-
works.

System 10 includes components that enable the planning
and scheduling of MRO services. These components include
a demand optimizer engine 12 that may be used to generate a
plan for MRO service “events” for one or more assets such
that the effect of the service events on the operation of the
assets 1s minimized. Demand optimizer 12 generates such a
plan based on a model that predicts an asset’s future require-
ments for service and determines when to perform a particu-
lar service on an asset to mimimize downtime and service cost.
For example, 11 the asset on which a service 1s to be performed
1s an aircraft engine, demand optimizer 12 may avoid sched-
uling MRO services during peak air travel times, such as
around holidays. In generating the service plan, demand opti-
mizer 12 may use: a) a catalog of asset information (including,
asset condition); b) a catalog of MRO services; ¢) a model of
how the conditions deteriorate with use and/or over time (a
“wear model”); d) a set of maintenance rules that provide
operating limits on condition values and prescribe repair
operations when such limits are exceeded; €) a hybrid model
in which a service event 1s bounded by continuous start and
end times; 1) an asset status (operable or in MRO service) at
cach discrete time point; g) a set ol assumptions relating to the
cost of and lead time associated with particular MRO ser-
vices; h) the cost of downtime for each asset; and/or1) the cost
of transitioning an asset between operation and service.

The service plan developed by demand optimizer 12 1s
communicated to a supply optimizer engine 14. Although
demand optimizer 12 generates a service plan, 1t does so
without actual knowledge of MRO service facility turn-
around times and capacity. In other words, the plan 1s opti-
mized for the asset controllers without taking into account the
actual length of time an MRO service will take and the avail-
ability of the MRO service facilities. Supply optimizer 14 1s
used to modity the service plan to “real-world” conditions by
generating a schedule for MRO services based on actual
MRO service facility turn-around times and capacity. Supply
optimizer 14 tracks the tlow of rotable parts involved in the
MRO services (rotable parts are those parts that are removed
from an asset, serviced, and then reused in the same or a
different asset) and the timing and location of the MRO ser-
vice events. The goal of supply optimizer 14 1n generating this
schedule 1s to satisty the demand for service identified 1n the
service plan at minimum cost and to reduce turn-around time.

As with demand optimizer 12, supply optimizer 14 uses a
model to determine the MRO service schedule. In determin-
ing the service schedule, supply optimizer 14 may use service
routings (a specification of the resources required for each
service type), a rotable part flow specilying initial rotable part
inventories and repairable rotable parts being serviced, and
demands for services identified 1n the service plan. One prin-
ciple behind the model used by supply optimizer 14 1s the
carelul management ol rotable part inventories so as to reduce
turn-around time without an exorbitant increase 1n ivento-
ries. It may be assumed that one or more of the assets to be
repaired have amodular structure, thus allowing a rotable part
to be refurbished in advance of the asset’s arrival in the
service facility. The optimization of the flow of rotable parts
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or other spare parts 1s especially advantageous for expensive,
long lead time parts. Since these parts are expensive, 1t 1s not
economically efficient to keep a large inventory of the parts to
meet an unknown demand for MRO services. Furthermore,
since these parts require a long lead time to produce, 1t 1s not
cificient for these parts to be made-to-order (or refurbished-
to-order) when an MRO service 1s requested (assuming little
or no advance notice 1s given). Supply optimizer 14 may also
select rotable parts for the service of an asset so as to match
the remaining time to the next service of the other rotable
parts already 1n the asset. This mimimizes the number of times
as asset must be brought down for service and maximaizes the
usage of the rotable part life. Furthermore, supply optimizer
14 may schedule the repair and/or purchase of rotable parts to
meet minimum or maximum inventory target levels.

As described above, 1n particular embodiments demand
optimizer 12 does not mitially consider actual service capac-
ity or turn-around times (which are determined largely by
critical part availability). Instead, demand optimizer 12 may
use standard repair turn-around times that are calculated from
empirical distributions (for example, at a ninety percent cer-
tainty level). However, these standard turn-around times in
particular circumstances may be five to ten times greater than
actual process “touch times”™ (the amount of time an asset 1s
being serviced) because the turn-around times incorporate
average queue times that are often caused by the lack of
available parts to perform the appropriate MRO service.
Given information from demand optimizer 12 regarding
when a particular service event 1s requested, supply optimizer
14 may greatly reduce these turn-around times by managing
the rotable part flow such that the required rotable parts wall
be available when the asset 1s brought 1n for a service event.
This actual turn-around time will typically be less than the
assumed turnaround time used by demand optimizer 12 since
the turn-around time has been reduced by providing informa-
tion about an upcoming planned service event. Since supply
optimizer 14 may reserve parts and resources, the need to
incorporate high degree of certainty estimates of turn-around-
time 1s eliminated. Due to the shorter turn-around time, sub-
sequent service events on the asset may be planned too late
(since there may be a maximum asset operating time between
services). Therefore, demand optimizer 12 may alter the plan
and move the subsequent service event accordingly.

In particular embodiments 1t may be assumed that the start
time for a service event planned by demand optimizer 12 may
not be altered by supply optimizer 14 (assuming that the
service events are planned far enough in advance so that the
relevant service facility 1s available to perform the service). In
such a case, the end time may be adjusted due to an earlier or
later end time provided by supply optimizer 14 (based on the
actual turn-around time). However, other embodiments may
provide for the start time of a service event to be changed as
appropriate. For example, 1f the scheduled service time 1s
later than the service time indicated 1n the plan (for example,
if there 1s not enough service facility capacity), the plan may
then be adjusted to assure that any additional asset operating
time does not violate any maintenance rules.

As can be seen from the foregoing, demand optimizer 12
and supply optimizer 14 may interact to generate significant
improvements 1n service schedule based on constraints
imposed by the asset controllers and/or the MRO service
providers. The process tlow of this interaction may take many
forms; however, the following process flow 1s one example of
this interaction. The example process flow begins with
demand optimizer 12 generating a plan for several successive
MRO service events for one or more assets during a planning
horizon. The number of service events generated may be
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specified by a user to reduce the edge effects due to a finite
horizon while maintaining a reasonable execution time
needed to generate the service plan. Demand optimizer 12
may then send a request to supply optimizer 14 to schedule
one or more service events 1n the planning horizon. Based on
information about the availability of critical parts for the
service event, the availability of critical resources for the
service event, and the previously scheduled service events
across all MRO service providers, supply optimizer 14
resolves the resource and part requirements for the requested
service event.

Supply optimizer 14 schedules the service event using
particular service resources and locates parts for the service
(such as rotable parts) according to 1ts optimization model.
Supply optimizer 14 then reports back the scheduled start and
completion times for the requested service event (based on
the actual turn-around time) to demand optimizer 12.
Demand optimizer 12 adjusts, 1f appropriate, previously
planned dates for the requested service event. If the scheduled
service event causes a violation of the service plan generated
by demand optimizer 12, then demand optimizer 12 may alter
the plan as necessary. For example, if the actual turn-around
time 1s less than the turn-around time assumed by demand
optimizer 12 and this causes a subsequent service event to
become too far 1n the future, demand optimizer 12 may adjust
the plan by moving up the start time of the subsequent service
event. This interaction may be repeated until all planned
service events are scheduled.

Through the interaction and sharing of information
between demand optimizer 12 and supply optimizer 14, many
factors associated with the planning and scheduling MRO
service events are improved over previous techniques. For
example, spare parts may be ordered based on predicted
demand for MRO services that 1s based on the condition of the
assets which will need to be serviced. Specific rotable part
transitions may be planned in advance. The pre-positioning of
the spares and rotables greatly reduces the turn-around time
associated with the service event and thus reduces asset
downtime and the associated cost of this downtime. The coor-
dinated supply and demand plans reduce uncertainties and
therefore reduce the need for safety stocks. Furthermore,
service providers can take advantage of the service plan by
procuring needed parts, obtaimng additional MRO facility
capacity, and offering idle capacity in the marketplace.

Demand optimizer 12 and supply optimizer 14 may be
implemented as any appropriate combination of software
and/or hardware and may operate 1n association with one or
more computers at one or more locations. Furthermore, one
or more of the functions of demand optimizer 12 and supply
optimizer 14 may be combined 1n a single optimizer engine
and the mputs to demand optimizer 12 and supply optimizer
14 1n the scenario above would all be mput to the single
optimizer engine. As described above, demand optimizer 12
and supply optimizer 14 may be deployed as a set of services
available over the Internet, such as 1n a web marketplace.
Such a marketplace may provide platform services, such as
authentication, authorization, financial closures, and cata-
logs. Optimizer engines 12 and 14 may each have an associ-
ated web server and messaging interface (such as an exten-
sible markup language messaging interface) to allow
communication between engines 12 and 14 and asset control-
lers and MRO service providers.

System 10 may also include one or more data storage
locations 16 in which inputs to and outputs from demand
optimizer 12 and/or supply optimizer 14 may be stored (as
well as any other appropriate data). The types of input that
may be stored in data storage locations 16 for use by demand
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optimizer 12 and/or supply optimizer 14 or that may be com-
municated directly to demand optimizer 12 and/or supply
optimizer 14 may include the following: a service catalog 18,
an asset catalog 20, and MRO service facility capacity infor-
mation 22. Service catalog 18 may include information
describing each type of service provided by the MRO service
providers associated with system 10. Each entry in service
catalog 18 may be associated with a type of service and
include one or more of the following types of information: the
service name (for example, “Engine Mount Replacement™);
the service trigger (for example, a certain number of hours of
operation of an asset); a required downtime (for example, two
days); a service cost or estimated cost; required resources for
the service (for example, an engine bay for one day, a two
person service crew for two days, and a crane for six hours);
and the parts needed for the service (for example, a new set of
mounts and a new bearing).

Asset catalog 20 may contain information about each asset
that1s subject to MRO services. Each entry in asset catalog 20
may be associated with a particular asset and include one or
more of the following types of information: an asset identifier,
asset condition (for example, the number of hours since the
last service or services), the rate of usage (for example, four-
teen hours per day), the expected rates of wear (which may be
expressed using mathematical formulae); the downtime cost;
the required uptime (for example, a specific range of dates or
particular days in the week or month when the asset must be
operational); the preferred downtime (for example, a specific
range of dates or particular days of the week or month during
which service 1s preferably performed); and the minimum
turn around time. The description of each asset that 1s main-
tained may be complex. For example, the asset condition and
rate of usage may be tracked for a number of different parts of
the asset and relating to a number of different services per-
tformed on those parts. Furthermore, the rate of usage for each
part may be based on a different measure, such as hours of
operation, elapsed time or cycles. Other asset information
may also be tracked 1n this manner as appropriate for particu-
lar circumstances.

MRO service facility capacity information 22 includes
information relating to the resources available to each MRO
service provider, such as shop capacities and crews, and the
availability and capacity over a time horizon. Information 22
may also include service costs and service turn-around times.
The information included 1n service catalog 18, asset catalog
20, and MRO service facility capacity information 22 may by
communicated to system 10 as appropriate. For example,
asset controllers may communicate asset information to sys-
tem 10 as new assets are acquired and as information relating,
to an asset changes. Alternatively or in addition, asset infor-
mation may be communicated to system 10 along with a
request for service from an asset controller. Similarly, an
MRO service provider may communicate information related
to 1ts services when those services are created, when infor-
mation about a service change, and/or at any other appropri-
ate time. These service providers may also communicate
MRO service facility capacity information 22 to system 10 as
this service facility capacity changes. Furthermore, demand
optimizer 12 and/or supply optimizer 14 may modily capac-
ity information 22 and asset information 1n catalog 18 as
service events are scheduled, mitiated, and completed (and
thus as the availability of service facilities and the condition
ol assets changes).

Based on this input, demand optimizer 12 and supply opti-
mizer 14 may collaboratively plan and schedule a number of
MRO service events. As described above, demand optimizer
12 and supply optimizer 14 both use models to plan and
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schedule the MRO service events. The model associated with
demand optimizer 12 1s used to determine when it may be
optimal to take an asset oif-line for MRO service and what
service(s) should be performed during that down time in order
to meet maintenance regulations while minimizing downtime
and service cost. A demand optimization model for a particu-
lar embodiment of demand optimizer 12 1s described below;
however, any appropriate model may be used. The model
used by demand optimizer 12 may be solved using mixed
integer linear programming (MILP) or any other appropriate
techniques. The example model described below 1s initialized
with a time horizon (including a start time and an end time)
and a vector of MRO service events, MRO[k]. The cardinality
of MRO[Kk] 1s determined by dividing the time horizon by the
shortest MRO service event frequency. The goal of optimiza-
tion 1s then to determine the following for each MRO service
event, X, 1n MROJK] and for each time unit t within the time
hornzon:

a) x.Start and x.End: These are variables indicating the start
and end times of service event X, respectively;

b) x.NonOperation: This 1s a binary variable indicating 11
the MRO service event 1s a non-operation (not needed). To
decrease the time needed to determine an MRO service plan,
an itial guess may be made regarding the number of service
events that are required for a particular asset. For example, 1f
the asset 1s a vehicle, an assumption may be made that the
mimmum number of service events a year will be four service
events (since an o1l change may need to be performed at least
this many times a year). A conservative imitial guess may be
used that 1s larger than the expected number of service events,
and thus the service plan may indicate that particular service
events 1n the i1mitial guess are not actually needed using
x.NonOperation. This variable may be eliminated 1n particu-
lar embodiments where such an 1nitial guess 1s not made;

¢) x.Condition[1]: This 1s a vector of conditions at the start
of the MRO service event (indexed by condition type). A
number of conditions may be tracked for a particular asset.
These conditions may be for different parts of the assets and
for different types of wear on an asset and/or an asset part.
Each condition may have a numerical value indicating the
time since the last maintenance relevant to the condition, the
time until the next maintenance 1s need, or any other appro-
priate measure of the condition of an asset;

d) x.Service[j]: This 1s a binary vector of service operations
performed during the MRO service event (indexed by service
type). Each asset type for which an MRO service plan 1s
developed will have a number of service operations that may
be performed on the asset type. For example, service opera-
tions for a vehicle may include an o1l change, a tire rotation,
a transmission fluid change, engine belt replacement, a clutch
replacement, and many other types of services. The x.Service
[1] may have a zero or one value for each possible service
operation, with a value of one indicating that the service
operationis to be performed during the planned service event;
and

¢) S[t]: This 1s a binary vector ol asset working status
(indexed by time t). For example, a value of one may indicate
that an asset 1s down for MRO service.

The objective of the example demand optimization model
1s to minimize downtime, service cost, and unused asset com-
ponent life, while considering revenue potential at different
time periods (for example, seasonality). These factors may be
represented, respectively, by a weighted sum of the following,
factors (the weighting for each factor may be selected as
appropriate for particular circumstances):
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a) the total downtime cost

(Z downtime cost|z] = S[I]];

b) the sum of the cost of all of the services performed
(ServiceCost[1]*x.Service[j]); and

¢) the negative of the sum of the condition values 1n x.Con-
dition[1] representing unused asset component life;

The example model also includes the following con-
straints:

a) Recursive Deterioration Constraint—This constraint
represents the condition of an asset as it deteriorates between
successive MRO services (the equation uses one or more
conditions of an asset after the last MRO service event and the
time since that service event to determine the present condi-
tion(s)):

MRO[%+1].Condition[/]=MRO[x].Condition[7]*(1-

MRO[].Service[i])+MRO[k+1].Start—
MRO[4].End

All deterioration models may be normalized to a deterioration
rate of one.

b) MRO Service Duration Constraint—This constraint
states that the duration of an MRO service event 1s at least as
long as the longest service operation performed during the
service event (it may be assumed that the service operations
included 1n a service event are performed in parallel):

MRO[k].End-MRO[k].Start MRO[Kk].Service[;].dura-
tion
¢) Maintenance Rules—A maintenance rule may be asso-
ciated with each condition type and may put a limit on the
condition (ConditionLimit[1]). For example, the maintenance
rule may specity that a condition based on time of operation
since the last service event may not exceed a specified time (a
condition limit):
MRO[k].Condition[1]=ConditionLimit[1]
d) Non-Operation Constramnt—If a particular service
operation 1s not to be performed during a service event then a
Non Operation flag associated with the service operation may

be set. This constraint 1s used to reduce computation time, but
may be eliminated in certain circumstances.

1-MRO[k].NonOperation MRO[k].Service[]]

1-MRO[4].NonOperation =sum(MRO[4].Service[f])

¢) Strict Order Constraint—The MRO service events must
be performed 1n order:

MRO[k].End<MRO[k+1].Start

1) Downtime Constraint—This constraint defines the rela-
tionship between S[t] and an MRO service event’s timing:

If MRO[k].Start=t=MRO[k].End
then S[t] 1-MRO[k].NonOperation

else S[t]=0

(Given the above objective and constraints and information
included 1n service catalog 18 and asset catalog 20, an appro-
priate techmque (such as MILP)may be used to determine the
above decision variables for one or more service events.
These service events may form an MRO service plan that 1s
optimal or acceptable given the objective and the constraints.
As described above, the MRO service plan may then be com-
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municated to supply optimizer 14 so that an actual schedule
tor the service events may be determined.

The purpose of supply optimizer 14 1s to generate sched-
ules for MRO service events (including the tlow of rotable
parts) that improve the overall turn-around time, cost of
repair, and part life usage for the whole system. As described
above, supply optimizer 14 assumes that the assets to be
repaired have a modular structure. Modulanty allows rotable
parts to be refurbished ahead of time. By scheduling rotable
part repair 1n advance, supply optimizer 14 can achieve a
significant reduction 1in turn-around time with reduced rotable
part “safety” inventory. This effect 1s further enhanced by the
advanced warning recerved from demand optimizer 12 in the
torm of MRO service plans for the future ({for example, for the
upcoming year or even longer).

Supply optimizer 14 generates a schedule including a
source asset and destination asset for each rotable part as well
as the timing and location of repair operations. Each rotable
part 1s tracked as an identifiable entity that may be disas-
sembled from an asset, refurbished, and reassembled into an
asset. The source and destination assets of a rotable part need
not be the same. In creating a schedule, supply optimizer 14
resolves part, resource, and timing choices in such a way as to
mimmize the turn-around time, while holding down costs and
satisfying appropriate constraints.

Supply optimizer 14 may use a genetic algorithm coupled
with a constraint-based schedule builder (a constrain satisfac-
tion engine) to schedule MRO service events specified 1n a
service plan recerved from demand optimizer 12. An example
of the use of genetic algorithms and a schedule builder for
scheduling problems 1s described 1n U.S. Pat. No. 5,319,781.
For example, a genetic algorithm may be employed that uti-
lizes chromosomes which are not simple binary vectors but,
rather, are more idirect representations of possible solutions
to a scheduling problem, for example, ordered lists of tasks to
be performed. Further, the genetic algorithm may be insulated
from domain specific knowledge by the inclusion, in the
overall system, of a deterministic schedule builder. The
schedule builder operates to place the tasks 1n a given list into
a legal schedule (a schedule which complies with the various
hard constraints which may be associated with each task).
Legal schedules generated 1n this manner are then evaluated
or scored on the basis of the various soft or preferential
constraints to determine how good the putative schedule 1s.
The scores of possible solutions are provided as feedback to
the genetic algorithm for use 1n controlling the operators
which effect evolution of the population of solutions.

In conjunction with supply optimizer 14, a genetic algo-
rithm 1s used to determine the priority among the MRO ser-
vice events (the order 1n which parts and resources may be
reserved for service events). Each chromosome 1n the genetic
algorithm’s pool corresponds to one ordering of the set of
MRO service events 1n the service plan. The genetic algo-
rithm generates a pool of chromosomes using a penalty asso-
ciated with each MRO service event to drive mutation and
cross-over operators that generate new chromosomes (again,
U.S. Pat. No. 5,319,781 includes details of this process).
(Given a particular chromosome, the schedule builder then
constructs a MRO service schedule, one service event at a
time, by finding the locally optimal resolution of each of the
MRO service event’s choicepoints. The choicepoints for an
MRO service event may 1nclude finding a source for each part
involved i an MRO service event (by either buying the part
new or refurbishing a used part) and, 11 the part 1s a used part,
choosing a service facility to refurbish the part and a time for
the refurbishment.
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The schedule builder performs an exhaustive search to find
a locally optimal (or acceptable) set of choices by 1nteracting
with the constraints. The constraints may be either hard con-
straints (that are never violated by the schedule builder) or
soit constraints (the schedule builder searches to find the
lowest penalty trade-off among these soft constraints). The
constraints may be data driven so they can be tuned to model
various industry applications. The constraints may include:

a) Turn-around time penalty—This penalty may be defined
as any monotonically increasing piecewise linear function. It
may provide a soit constraint (for example, 1t may provide for
a penalty for every hour or day of turn-around time) in one
range and a hard constraint thereafter (for example, a speci-
fied maximum turn-around time should not be exceeded). The
penalty should roughly correspond to the cost of asset down-
time or the cost of obtaining an asset to replace an asset being
serviced, plus any other intangible costs of delay;

b) Cost of the part—This constraint penalizes for part cost
(including the use of new parts, which typically cost more
than repaired parts);

¢) Hard capacity limits—MRO service facilities have finite
capacity that gets used as MRO service events are scheduled
for completion using the facilities. Assuming that the speci-
fied capacity 1s a normal operating capacity and not a maxi-
mum capacity, the constraint associated with exceeding facil-
ity capacity may roughly correspond to a soft constraint that
penalizes for the cost of facility overtime until the physical
limat of the facility 1s reached and a hard constraint indicating
that the physical limit of the facility cannot be exceeded;

d) Resource choicepoints—These may indicate that there
may be several service facilities capable of performing a
particular repair;

¢) Repair-to level—Specifies that a part may be used only
if 1ts remaining life exceeds the specified “repair-to™ level.
This may be a hard constraint;

1) Wasted life—The difference between the part’s remain-
ing life and the required repair-to level 1s penalized as wasted
life. The penalty associated with this constraint may be small
compared to the penalties for turn-around time and part cost;

o) Used part availability—This constraint specifies that
used parts are made available only after they are removed
from their source asset during the associated source service
event. There will often be a trade-off between shorter turn-
around time and cheaper, more appropriate parts. Because
these parts are typically rotable, they can be removed from a
source asset and returned to a target asset, but the removal
must happen after the source MRO service begins. Since parts
can only be refurbished using certain resources, the schedule
builder must find an approprniate resource having available
capacity. There 1s an inherent trade-oil between waiting for a
refurbished part (1f an appropriate part 1s or will be available)
which may increase turn-around time and buying a new part
which will increase cost;

h) Clustering of time to next service—This constraint
drives the selection of rotable parts which have a time to next
service similar to the time to the next service of other rotable
parts 1n an asset; and

1) Minnmum/Maximum Inventory Level—This constraint
controls when the repair or purchase of rotable parts takes
place. The repair or purchase of rotable parts may match the
demand so that mimmum and/or maximum inventory level
targets are met.

The goal used to determine what an optimal (or acceptable)
result 1s may be to minimize the weighted sum of turn-around
time, part cost (including the choice between a new and a used
part), and part match (the goal ol using of parts whose remain-
ing life 1s close to but not below the repair-to level). Each
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chromosome 1s used to construct a complete schedule by
taking each MRO service event 1n order and finding a local
optimum solution for each part that needs to be serviced
during a service event. Except for competition for overloaded
resources, the parts may be treated as independent. The inter-
action ol parts against multi-purpose resources may be
ignored since 1t creates backtracking. Backtracking on part
selection and resource selection generates an exponential
number of combinations. Since the interaction among these
choices typically has a weak influence on the primary goals
(lowered turn-around time and cost reduction), this kind of
backtracking may be prevented. Each part requirement may
be resolved optimally 1n reference to the current state of the
schedule, but this resolution may remain fixed as the remain-
der of the schedule 1s built.

FIG. 2 illustrates an example method of planming and
scheduling MRO service events. The method begins at step
100 where 1nputs, such as supply catalog 18, asset catalog 20,
and service facility capacity information 22, are communi-
cated to system 10 and stored in one or more data storage
locations 16 (or are directly communicated to demand opti-
mizer 12 and/or supply optimizer 14). The inputs may be
provided individually or 1n groups (for example, the informa-
tion 1 supply catalog 18 may be provided separately or
together) by one or more entities. For example, the asset
controllers may provide information relating to the assets and
the MRO service providers may provide information relating,
to MRO services and service facilities. At step 102, demand
optimizer 12 generates an MRO service plan that includes one
or more service events for one or more assets during a selected
planning horizon. As described above, this service plan may
be generated using information in service catalog 18 and asset
catalog 20 as mputs associated with an MILP model (or any
other appropriate model).

Demand optimizer 12 communicates one or more planned
service events to supply optimizer 14 at step 104 so that
supply optimizer 14 may schedule the service events. Based
on information about the availability of critical parts for the
service event, the availability of critical resources for the
service event, and the previously scheduled service events
across all MRO service providers, supply optimizer 14 sched-
ules the service event at step 106 using particular service
resources and locates parts for the service (including serial-
1zed rotable parts) according to its optimization model, as
described above. At step 108, supply optimizer 14 communi-
cates the scheduled start and end times for one or more service
events (based on the actual turn-around time associated with
the service event) to demand optimizer 12. Demand optimizer
12 modifies, 1 appropriate, previously planned dates for the
service event(s) at step 110. For example, 1f the scheduled
service event causes a violation of the service plan generated
by demand optimizer 12, then system 10 may alter the plan as
necessary. At step 112, system 10 determines whether there
are additional planned service events to be scheduled. If so,
the method returns to step 104 and the additional planned
events are communicated to supply optimizer 14 for sched-
uling, as described above. If not, the method ends.

As described above, the interaction between demand opti-
mizer 12 and supply optimizer 14 allows spare parts (1includ-
ing rotable parts) to be ordered based on predicted demand for
MRO services that 1s based on the condition of the assets
which will need to be serviced and a model of asset deterio-
ration. The pre-positioning of the spare parts and capacities
greatly reduces the turn-around time associated with the ser-
vice event and thus reduces asset downtime and the associated
cost of this downtime. Furthermore, service providers can
take advantage of the service plan by procuring needed parts,
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obtaining additional MRO facility capacity, and offering 1dle
capacity in the marketplace. Output may be provided to MRO
service providers that allows the service providers to address
these 1ssues. Furthermore, output may also be provided to
asset controllers identifying the schedule of MRO services for
their associated assets.

FIGS. 3-5 illustrates example output from system 10
resulting from the interaction of demand optimizer 12 and
supply optimizer 14. Although example outputs are
described, system 10 may communicate any appropriate
information in any appropriate format to the MRO service
providers and/or asset controllers. These outputs may also be
communicated to these entities at any appropriate time using
and appropriate techniques. In particular embodiments, sys-
tem 10 may generate two types ol outputs: asset service
schedules 30 and a service resource schedules 40.

FIG. 3 1llustrates an example asset service schedule 30. An
asset service schedule 30 may be generated for each asset on
which service 1s to be performed. Each asset service schedule
30 identifies the services 32 that are to be performed on the
asset and the dates 34 of the service events during which these
services are to be performed (the down-time). As 1s 1llus-
trated, this information may be provided 1n a tabular format;
however, any other appropriate formats may alternatively or
additionally be used. For example, the information 1n asset
service schedule 30 may be provided as data that 1s formatted
for input into a planning system or a calendar application used
by an asset controller to keep track of upcoming service
events. It will be understood that any appropnate type and
number of services 32 may be included 1n each asset service
schedule 30 and the dates 34 for which each service 1s sched-
uled may be 1dentified by week (as 1s illustrated), by day, by
hour, or according to any other appropriate time 1nterval or
calendaring technique.

FIGS. 4 and 5 1llustrate example components 42 and 50 of
a service resource schedule 40. FIG. 4 1llustrates an example
table 42 providing information regarding the expected dates
44 during which particular service resources 46 will be used
to service particular assets 48. The resources 46 may be
divided between multiple tables 42 as appropriate. For
example, all of the service resources 46 that are included 1n a
service facility may be included 1n a single table 42. There-
fore, 1f an MRO service provider operates multiple service
facilities, multiple tables 42 may be communicated to that
service provider. Alternatively or 1n addition, service
resources may be organized and/or placed 1in different tables
42 according to resource type, location, or any other appro-
priate characteristics. As 1s illustrated, this information may
be provided 1n a tabular format; however, any other appropri-
ate Tormats may alternatively or additionally be used. For
example, the information 1n table 42 may be provided as data
that 1s formatted for input into a planning system or a calendar
application used by an MRO service provider to keep track of
upcoming service events. It will be understood that any
appropriate type and number of resources 46 may be included
in each table 42 and the dates 44 for which each resource 1s
scheduled to be used may be 1dentified by week (as 1s 1llus-
trated), by day, by hour, or according to any other appropriate
time 1nterval or calendaring technique.

FIG. § illustrates an example table 50 identifying the
planned utilization of rotable parts. Table 50 may specily a
rotable slot 52 that identifies the type of each rotable part and
a rotable part 1dentifier 534 that 1dentifies the particular part
I.D. assigned to each rotable part included 1n table 50. Table
50 also may include a source asset 1dentifier 56 indicating the
asset from which the rotable part 1s taken (or whether the
rotable part 1s new, on-loan, or has another appropriate source




US 7,937,280 Bl

13

status), a source time 58 indicating when the rotable part 1s to
be taken from the source asset or otherwise acquired, a des-
tination identifier 60 indicating that asset into which the
rotable part 1s to be included after the part has been refur-
bished, if applicable (or any other appropriate destination for
the rotable part), and a destination time 62 indicating when
the rotable part 1s to be included 1n the destination asset or
otherwise delivered to a destination. As described above,
although illustrated 1n a tabular format, any other appropriate
formats may alternatively or additionally be used and any
other appropriate information may be included 1n table 50.
Although the present imvention has been described with
several embodiments, numerous changes, substitutions,
variations, alterations, and modifications may be suggested to
one skilled in the art, and 1t 1s intended that the invention
encompass all such changes, substitutions, variations, alter-

ations, and modifications as fall within the spirit and scope of
the appended claims.

What is claimed 1s:
1. A system for planning and scheduling service events of
one or more assets, comprising:
one or more computers coupled with one or more data
storage locations, the one or more computers compris-
ng:
a demand optimizer engine stored 1n a storage medium
ol the one or more computers, the demand optimizer
engine configured to:
recerve information regarding future service require-
ments for an asset and operating characteristics of
the asset, the information comprising rate of usage
information about each asset, required uptime
information about each asset, information about
cach type of service, service facility capacity infor-
mation and a wear model for deterioration of the
asset over time; and

generate a service plan identifying one or more
planned service events during which one or more
services are to be performed on the asset, the ser-
vice plan including a planned start time and a
planned end time for each service event that mini-
mizes the amount of time the asset 1s non-opera-
tional and minimizes the costs associated with each
service event; and
a supply optimizer engine stored 1n the storage medium
of the one or more computers, the supply optimizer
engine configured to:
recerve the service plan from the demand optimizer
engine;

generate a service schedule for one or more of the
planned service events based on information
regarding the current flow and mventory of one or
more parts, wherein the one or more parts comprise
at least one of a rotable part or a spare part used 1n
conjunction with the services of each planned ser-
vice event and current turn-around time and capac-
ity of a service facility at which the service event
occurs, the service schedule including a scheduled
start time and a scheduled end time for the one or
more planned service events; and

communicate the service schedule to the demand
optimizer engine, wherein the supply optimizer
engine communicates the service schedule to the
demand optimizer engine subsequent to receiving
the generated service plan from the demand opti-
mizer engine;
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the demand optimizer engine further configured to
modily the service plan according to the generated
service schedule.

2. The system of claim 1, wherein the demand optimizer
engine 1s further configured to generate the planned service
start time and end time for each service event to minimize
unused asset life.

3. The system of claim 1, wherein the demand optimizer
engine 1s further configured to generate the planned service
start time and end time for each service event without con-
sidering the tlow of one or more parts used 1n conjunction
with the services of each planned service event or the capacity
ol one or more service facilities used to perform the services
of each planned service event.

4. The system of claim 1, wherein the information regard-
ing the future service requirements comprises the asset con-
dition and one or more maintenance rules specifying an asset
condition at which a service should be performed.

5. The system of claim 1, wherein the operating character-
1stics comprise information relating to one or more preferred
times for services to be performed on an asset.

6. The system of claim 1, wherein the cost associated with
a service event comprises the cost of the services performed
during the service event and the cost of the asset being non-
operational during the service event.

7. The system of claim 1, wherein:

the demand optimizer engine 1s further configured to use an

estimation of the turn-around time associated with a
service event to determine a planned end time for the
service event; and

the supply optimizer engine 1s further configured to use the

information regarding the flow of the one or more parts
to determine a turn-around time for the service event and
uses the turnaround time and the planned start time for
the service event to generate a scheduled end time for the
service event.

8. The system of claim 7, wherein the supply optimizer
engine 1s further configured to always use the planned start
time as the scheduled start time.

9. The system of claim 1, wherein the supply optimizer
engine 1s further configured to generate a service schedule for
one or more of the planned service events based on minimiz-
ing cost and turn-around time.

10. The system of claim 1, wherein modifying the service
plan according to the service schedule comprises modifying
the planned start time of a next service event associated with
an asset 1 response to a difference between a planned end
time for a previous service event associated with the asset
generated by the demand optimizer engine and a scheduled
end time for the previous service event generated by the
supply optimizer engine.

11. The system of claim 1, wherein the supply optimizer
engine uses a genetic algorithm to generate the service sched-
ule, the genetic algorithm having a plurality of chromosomes
cach corresponding to a particular ordering of a set of main-
tenance, repair, and/or overhaul service events.

12. A computer-implemented method of planning and
scheduling service events for one or more assets, comprising:

receving by a computer, information regarding future ser-

vice requirements for an asset and operating character-
istics of the asset, the information comprising rate of
usage information about each asset, required uptime
information about each asset, information about each
type of service, service facility capacity information and
a wear model for deterioration of the asset over time;
generating by the computer, a service plan identitying one
or more planned service events during which one or
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more services are to be performed on the asset, the
service plan including a planned start time and a planned
end time for each service event that minimizes the
amount of time the asset 1s non-operational and mini-
mizes the costs associated with each service event;

generating by the computer, a service schedule for one or
more of the planned service events based on information
regarding the current flow and inventory of one or more
parts, wherein the one or more parts comprise at least
one of a rotable part or a spare part used 1n conjunction
with the services of each planned service event and
current turn-around time and capacity of a service facil-
ity at which the service event occurs, the service sched-
ule including a scheduled start time and a scheduled end
time for the one or more planned service events; and

moditying by the computer, the service plan according to
the generated service schedule.

13. The method of claim 12, further comprising generating
the planned service start time and end time for each service
event to minimize unused asset life.

14. The method of claim 12, further comprising generating
the planned service start time and end time for each service
event without considering the flow of one or more parts used
in conjunction with the services of each planned service event
or the capacity of one or more service facilities used to per-
form the services of each planned service event.

15. The method of claim 12, wherein the information
regarding the future service requirements comprises the asset
condition and one or more maintenance rules specifying an
asset condition at which a service should be performed.

16. The method of claim 12, wherein the operating char-
acteristics comprise information relating to one or more pre-
terred times for services to be performed on an asset.

17. The method of claim 12, wherein the cost associated
with a service event comprises the cost of the services per-
tormed during the service event and the cost of the asset being
non-operational during the service event.

18. The method of claim 12, wherein:

an estimation of the turn-around time associated with a

service event 1s used to determine a planned end time for
the service event; and

the information regarding the flow of the one or more parts

1s used to determine a turn-around time for the service
event and the turn-around time and the planned start time
for the service event are used to generate a scheduled end
time for the service event.

19. The method of claim 18, wherein the supply optimizer
engine always uses the planned start time as the scheduled
start time.

20. The method of claim 12, further comprising generating,
a service schedule for one or more of the planned service
events based on minimizing cost and turn-around time.

21. The method of claim 12, wherein moditying the service
plan according to the service schedule comprises modifying,
the planned start time of a next service event associated with
an asset 1 response to a difference between a planned end
time for a previous service event associated with the asset
generated by the demand optimizer engine and a scheduled
end time for the previous service event generated by the
supply optimizer engine.

22. The method of claim 12, wherein the service schedule
1s generated using a genetic algorithm, the genetic algorithm
having a plurality of chromosomes each corresponding to a
particular ordering of a set of maintenance, repair, and/or
overhaul service events.

23. A non-transitory computer-readable medium embod-
ied with software for planning and scheduling service events
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for one or more assets, the software when executed, using one
or more computers 1s configured to:

recerve information regarding future service requirements

for an asset and operating characteristics of the asset, the
information comprising information about each asset,
information about each type of service, service facility
capacity information and a wear model for deterioration
of the asset over time;

generate a service plan identifying one or more planned

service events during which one or more services are to
be performed on the asset, the service plan including a
planned start time and a planned end time for each ser-
vice event that minimizes the amount of time the asset 1s
non-operational and minimizes the costs associated with
each service event:

generate a service schedule for one or more of the planned

service events based on information regarding the cur-
rent flow and 1nventory of one or more parts, wherein the
one or more parts comprise at least one of a rotable part
or a spare part used in conjunction with the services of
cach planned service event and current turn-around time
and capacity of a service facility at which the service
event occurs, the service schedule including a scheduled
start time and a scheduled end time for the one or more
planned service events; and

modily the generated service plan according to the gener-

ated service schedule.

24. The computer-readable medium of claim 23, wherein
the software 1s further configured to generate the planned
service start time and end time for each service event to
minimize unused asset life.

25. The computer-readable medium of claim 23, wherein
the soltware 1s further configured to generate the planned
service start time and end time for each service event without
considering the tlow of one or more parts used 1n conjunction
with the services of each planned service event or the capacity
of one or more service facilities used to perform the services
of each planned service event.

26. The computer-readable medium of claim 23, wherein
the information regarding the future service requirements
comprises the asset condition and one or more maintenance
rules specilying an asset condition at which a service should
be performed.

277. The computer-readable medium of claim 23, wherein
the operating characteristics comprise information relating to
one or more preferred times for services to be performed on
an asset.

28. The computer-readable medium of claim 23, wherein
the cost associated with a service event comprises the cost of
the services performed during the service event and the cost
of the asset being non-operational during the service event.

29. The computer-readable medium of claim 23, wherein:

an estimation of the turn-around time associated with a

service event 1s used to determine a planned end time for
the service event; and

the information regarding the flow of the one or more parts

1s used to determine a turn-around time for the service
event and the turn-around time and the planned start time
for the service event are used to generate a scheduled end
time for the service event.

30. The computer-readable medium of claim 29, wherein
the planned start time 1s always used as the scheduled start
time.

31. The computer-readable medium of claim 23, wherein
the software 1s further configured to generate a service sched-
ule for one or more of the planned service events based on
minimizing cost and turn-around time.
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32. The computer-readable medium of claim 23, wherein

moditying the service plan according to the service schedule
comprises moditying the planned start time of a next service

event associated with an asset 1n response to a di

[l

‘erence

between a planned end time for a previous service event
associated with the asset and a scheduled end time for the
previous service event.

t
t.

33. The computer-readable medium of claim 23, wherein
e service schedule 1s generated using a genetic algorithm,
e genetic algorithm having a plurality of chromosomes each

corresponding to a particular ordering of a set of mainte-
nance, repair, and/or overhaul service events.

34. A system for planning and scheduling service events for

one or more assets, comprising:

one or more computers coupled with one or more data

storage locations, the one or more computers compris-

ng:
a demand optimizer engine stored 1n a storage medium
ol the one or more computers, the demand optimizer
engine configured to:
recerve information regarding future service require-
ments for an asset and operating characteristics of
the asset, the information comprising rate of usage
information about each asset, required uptime
information about each asset, information about
cach type of service, service facility capacity infor-
mation and a wear model for deterioration of the
asset over time, the information regarding the
future service requirements comprising the asset
condition and one or more maintenance rules speci-
fying an asset condition at which a service should
be performed; and

generate a service plan identifying one or more
planned service events during which one or more
services are to be performed on the asset, the ser-
vice plan including a planned start time and a
planned end time for each service event that mini-
mizes the amount of time the asset 1s non-opera-
tional and minimizes the costs associated with each
service event, the demand optimizer engine using,
an estimation of the turn-around time associated
with a service event to determine a planned end
time for the service event:; and
a supply optimizer engine stored 1n the storage medium
of the one or more computers, the supply optimizer
engine configured to:
recerve the service plan from the demand optimizer
engine;

generate a service schedule for one or more of the
planned service events based on information
regarding the current flow and mventory of one or
more parts, wherein the one or more parts comprise
at least one of a rotable part or a spare part used 1n
conjunction with the services of each planned ser-
vice event and based on the current capacity and
turn-around time of one or more service facilities
used to perform the services of each planned ser-
vice event, the service schedule including a sched-
uled start time and a scheduled end time for the one
or more planned service events, the supply opti-
mizer engine using the information regarding the
flow of the one or more parts to determine a turn-
around time for the service event and using the
turn-around time and the planned start time for the
service event to generate a scheduled end time for
the service event; and
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communicate the service schedule to the demand

optimizer engine, wherein the supply optimizer

engine communicates the service schedule to the

demand optimizer engine subsequent to receiving,

the generated service plan from the demand opti-
mizer engine;

the demand optimizer engine further configured to

modily the service plan according to the generated
service schedule.

35. A computer-implemented method for planning and
scheduling service events for one or more assets, comprising:
receving by a computer, information regarding future ser-

vice requirements for an asset and operating character-
istics of the asset, the information comprising rate of
usage information about each asset, required uptime
information about each asset, information about each
type of service, service facility capacity information and
a wear model for deterioration of the asset over time, the
information regarding the future service requirements
comprising the asset condition and one or more mainte-
nance rules specifying an asset condition at which a
service should be performed;

generating by the computer, a service plan identitying one

or more planned service events during which one or
more services are to be performed on the asset, the
service plan including a planned start time and a planned
end time for each service event that minimizes the
amount of time the asset 1s non-operational and mini-
mizes the costs associated with each service event, the
demand optimizer engine using an estimation of the
turn-around time associated with a service event to
determine a planned end time for the service event;

generating by the computer, a service schedule for one or

more of the planned service events based on information
regarding the current flow and inventory of one or more
parts, wherein the one or more parts comprise at least
one of a rotable part or a spare part used 1n conjunction
with the services of each planned service event and
based on the current capacity and turn-around time of
one or more service facilities used to perform the ser-
vices of each planned service event, the service schedule
including a scheduled start time and a scheduled end
time for the one or more planned service events, the
information regarding the flow of the one or more parts
used to determine a turn-around time for the service
event and using the turn-around time and the planned
start time for the service event used to generate a sched-
uled end time for the service event; and

moditying by the computer, the service plan according to

the generated service schedule.

36. A non-transitory computer-readable medium embod-
ied with software for planning and scheduling service events
for one or more assets, the software when executed, using one
or more computers 1s configured to:

recerve mnformation regarding future service requirements

for an asset and operating characteristics of the asset, the
information comprising rate of usage information about
cach asset, required uptime information about each
asset, imnformation about each type of service, service
facility capacity information and a wear model for dete-
rioration of the asset over time, the information regard-
ing the future service requirements comprising the asset
condition and one or more maintenance rules specitying
an asset condition at which a service should be per-
formed;

generate a service plan 1dentifying one or more planned

service events during which one or more services are to
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be performed on the asset, the service plan including a
planned start time and a planned end time for each ser-
vice event that mimmizes the amount of time the asset 1s
non-operational and minimizes the costs associated with
each service event, an estimation of the turn-around time
associated with a service event used to determine a
planned end time for the service event;

20

service event, the service schedule including a sched-
uled start time and a scheduled end time for the one or
more planned service events, the information regarding
the flow of the one or more parts used to determine a
turn-around time for the service event and the turn-
around time and the planned start time for the service
event used to generate a scheduled end time for the

service event; and
communicate the service schedule to the demand optimizer
engine subsequent to recerving the generated service
plan form the demand optimizer engine; and
moditying the generated service plan according to the gen-
erated service schedule.

generate a service schedule for one or more of the planned
service events based on information regarding the cur-
rent flow and inventory of one or more parts, whereinthe 10
one or more parts comprise at least one of a rotable part
or a spare part used 1n conjunction with the services of
cach planned service event and based on the current
capacity and turn-around time of one or more service
facilities used to perform the services of each planned S I T
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